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REMARKS 

Claims 1-22 remain present in this application. 

The specificatioii. abstract and claims 1-22 have been amended. Reconsideration of the 
application, as amended, is respectfully requested. 

Amendments to the Claims 
Claims 1, 9, 15 and 20-22 have been amended to recite an electronic apparatus with 
digital audio/video processing capability. In particular, the claimed audio data and visual data 
receiving steps set forth that the audio/video data are received from a media (audio or video) 
source connecting to the electronic apparatus. Support fbr these changes can be found in the 
OTiginaUy filed specification including, for example, page 10. lines 27-31. Based on this 
disclosure in the specification, one of ordinary skill in the art will immediately appreciate that die 
claimed media editing method can be embodied in an electronic appaiatus with digital 
audio/video processing capability, such as a general-purpose computer, a personal digital 
assistant (PDA), or a dedicated video-editing box and that the audio/video data can be received 
fhwn a media source such as a digital video recorder, a digital stiU camera, or a digital video 
camera. It is therefore respectfully submitted that no new matter is present. 

Claims 2, 10 and 16 have been amended to recite that the media output is rendered to an 
audio and/or video output devices built in or connecting to said electronic apparatus. Since die 
elecoxjnic apparatus mentioned above are generally known to have built-in audio/video output 
devices (such as the spealccr and LCD display embedded in a personal PC or a PDA) or to have 
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the capability of connecting to audio and/or video output devices, it is also respectfully submitted 
that these changes do not have new matter. 

Finally, claims 1, 9, 15 and 20-22 have also been amended to recite that the weights 
determined for the visual data ate for indicating qualities, importance, or preference of the visual 
data. Support for this change can be found in the originally filed specification such as, for 
example, the second paragraph on page 8. Claims 9. 15 and 20-22 have been similarly amended. 
Again, it is respectfiilly submitted that these changes do not contain new mater. 

Objection to the Abstract 
The abstract stands objected to for an informality, hi view of the foregoing amendments, 
it is respectfully submitted that this informaUty has been addressed. Reconsideration and 
withdrawal of any objection to the abstract are respectfully requested. 

Double Pate nfinfj Refection 

Claim 1 stands rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claim 1 of U.S. AppUcation No. 10/845,218. This rejection 
is respectfully traversed. 

It is respect&lly submitted that the detennimng step of the instant appUcation is different 
fix»m the determining step of claim 1 of U.S. Application 10/845.218. The detennining step of 
the present application is to determine weights for visual data. The detennining step of U.S. 
AppUcation 10/845,218 is to determine scores of video descriptors. Weights for visual data 
(wliich may represent properties of corresponding visual data) are do not anticipate scores of 
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video descriptors (which may represent properties of video descriptors, by plain language). 
Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the double patenting rejection are respectfiilly 
requested. 

^f.f^ctionunder35USCJ01 

Claims 1-22 stand rejected under 35 USC 101 as being directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

It \s respectfully submitted that the claims of the present application constitute a practical 
application, and are therefore directed to statutory subject matter. In particular, claims 1, 9, 15 
and 20-22 are directed to receiving audio/video data from an audio/video source connected to the 
electronic ^paratus. Furthermore, claims 2. 10 and 16 a rendering step to pass the media output 
to an audio/video output device built in or connecting to the electronic apparatus. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the present implication yields a useful, 
tangible, and concrete result. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 USC 101 rejection are 
respectfully requested. 

Rejections under 35 USC 103 
Claims 1-5, 7 and 9-22 stand rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over the 
Applicant's Admitted Prior Art in view of Heo. U.S. PubUcation 2004/0138873. This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

Heo is directed to a method for mixing audio streams according to accon^ianying mixing 
information. The mixing information specifies, for esxarnple, respective channel infonnation and 
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mixing coefficient (mixing ratio of respective channel) of respective audio streams to be mixed. 
By this mechanism, it will be feasible for a content provider to provide first audio data and 
second audio data obtained fiom two separate channels at the same time, while adjusting the 
output levels to desired levels and mixi]ig the first and second audio data. It is also possible to 
dynamically change the audio mixing method performed on audio content. Moreover, different 
types of channel components can be mixed when mixing channel components of one type of 
audio content with those components of another type of audio content. The cited reference Heo, 
however, is not connected with video data processing. 

With regard to independent claim 1, the Examin» asserts that ti»e content discussed on 
page 2, lines 10-18 of the originally filed specification anticipates the claimed determining step 
and correlating step, which corresponds to (he description of the analyzer 102 in the AppUcant's 
Admitted Prior Art. It is respectfuUy submitted that the analyzer 102 is configured to produce 
descriptors corresponding to the received audio/video data as described. To measure probability 
of containing a human face or a natural scene is not the same as determining the claimed weiglits 
corresponding to the video data, since the claimed weights are for indicating qualities, 
importance, or preference of video data. For example, the slideshow in die received video data 
may have a higher weighting value for its importance, and whether or not its content is a human 
face is not a concern. Also, the unsteady video and unclear unage wiU get a lower weighting 
value for its poor quality (see page 8, lines 12-15 of the specification). It is therefore respectfully 
submitted that the description of the analyzer 102 in the Applicant's Admitted Prior Ait does not 
anticipate tlie determining of the present application. 
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It is also rtspectfully submitted that the description of the analyzer 102 in the Applicant's 
Admitted Prior Art caimot anticipate the correlating step of the present appUcation. It should be 
clear from the description that Ihe analyzer 102 analyzes audio and video data separately. No 
correlating process has been perfonned on audio da^a with video data in the AppUcanfs 
Admitted Prior Art. It is therefore respectfiilly submitted that the description of the analyzer 102 
in the Applicant's Admitted Prior Art does not anticipate the correlating step of the present 
application. 

The Examiner further asserts that a person of orflinary stall in the art could combine the 
disclosure of Heo with the Applicant's Admitted Prior Art to attain the adittsting step claimed in 
the present application. It is respectfully submitted that peo is only concerned with audio stream 
processing and only discloses adjusting audio data (specifically, for example, the output level 
Uiereof) The disclosure of Heo is therefore unconnected with video data. It is therefore 
respectfully submitted that the disclosure of Heo caimot be combined with the Applicant's 
Admitted Prior Art to attain the adj usting step of the present application. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and r^narks, it is respectftiUy submitted that 
neither the Applicant's Admitted Prior Art nor Heo. either alone or m combination, anticipate 
the method of independent claims 1. 9 and 15. an4 their dependent claims. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and withdmwal of the 35 USC 103 rejection are respectfully requested. 
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Allowable Sub ject Matter 
Applicants gralefully acknowledge that the Exammer considers claims 6 and 8 to contain 
allowable subject matter. In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully 
submitted that all claims should now be in condition fi>r allowance. 

Coneiusion 

Favorable reconsideration and an early Notice of Allowance are earnestly solicited. 
Because the additional prior art cited by the Examiner has been included merely to show 

the state of the prior art and has not been utilized to reject the claims, no fbrther comments 
coiKeniing this document are considered necessary at this time. 

In the event that any outstanding matters remain in this application, the Examiner is 
invited to contact the undersigned at (703) 205-8000 in the Washington, B.C. area. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in tliis, concunent, and future 
replies, to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any 
additional fees required under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1 .16 or 1 .17; particularly, extension of time fees. 
Dated: August 22. 2007 Respeotfijib^ubmitted^ 

JoeMcKinneyMiuicy /, y/5'-S5i,r 

, Registration No.: 32,334 -fP 7K 
r*"^ BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH& BIRCH. LLP 
81 to Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virgmia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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